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	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	The manuscript Ms_JENRR_150167 provides a strong, intellectual, and scalable control framework that enables efficient and reliable operation of integrated wave–wind energy systems under harsh and uncertain marine environments. The approach used in this manuscript addresses key challenges in hybrid offshore renewables, such as stochastic disturbances, subsystem coupling, and DC-link stability. As a result, it supports the practical deployment of next-generation hybrid marine energy systems for coastal and offshore applications.
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	The title of the manuscript is suitable
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	Although the abstract is comprehensive, it would benefit from the removal of the following details to improve readability.
a) Excessive implementation detail
· Phrases such as “chronologically monitors the efficiency, power smoothness and mechanical stress system-wide” can be simplified.
· Detailed internal behavior of each controller belongs in the methods section, not the abstract.

b) Redundant conclusions
· The last two sentences repeat similar claims about reliability, power quality, and scalability.
· One concise concluding sentence is sufficient.

c) Ambiguous or unclear phrasing
· “autonomously adjust the number of optimal control parameters off grid” is unclear and should be rephrased or removed.
· “FLC–MPS control” appears to be a typo and should be FLC–MPC
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct. The system modelling, control architecture, and performance evaluation are consistent with established theories and practices in hybrid renewable energy systems and intelligent control. The proposed FLC–MPC–MOPSO framework is logically structured, technically feasible, and appropriately applied to the coordinated control and MPPT of wave–wind energy systems.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient however the authors can cite recent published works from reputable journals.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	The manuscript is written in a scholarly language; however, minor proofreading is recommended to correct typographical errors.”
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

There is no ethical issue found in this man scrip
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